She Watergate Gaper Weisberg 9/l/72 

Last night's Star, which I scanned in haste and this morning's Post, which I have 
just read in haste preparatory to leaving for Washington, place Liddy and hunt a t the 
scene of the breakin, the Star, as I recall, at the Howard Johnson motel accross the street, 
which means monitoring ana tending the interception and the taping, and the Post at the 
scene and just managing to get away. We couldn't hear last night's radio or TV news until 
after midnight, when ke heard what I presume you now know, of the Miami developments, that 
Barker had a roll of 35 mm film developed,, Today's Post says it is Larry O'Brien's stuff 
and involved a bio of Patricia Harris. 

Pointedly, Gerstein, a Democrat running for re-election and target of right-wing 
opposition of the past, says the FBI has had no interest., i his was prior to the arrests.. 

My purpose is not to repeat what you will read but to ask that you make your own and 
consider my hasty, instant analysis, of now and of the paste. 

The Post credits sources close to the federal investigation., In practise this most 
likely means FBI leaks or one or more inside the Justice Department, and that does include 
the local U.S. Attorn^' s office, which is theoretically and bureaucratically in charge of 
the investigation. 

Now I don't think there is sufficient looseness inside the administration for these 
to be accidental leaks. I think these are part of a public-relations method in which there 
- will be special focus and a preparing for and undercutting of what will come. 

Opening this a.m.'s CBS-TV newg which I've just tuned in, illustrates what I have in 
mind. This leak, designed for today, conflicts for attention with the deposing of Bohn 
Mitchell. The realities of TV news are that both could not get adequate time, so the leak 
about Hunt and Liddy was downplayed to Include Mitchell who has been close to the President, 
etc. The timing is too good to be accidental. Withoht this accidental corroboration which 

( came while I was writing thism, this would still have been true, for the indictments have 
to be close and the edge must be taken off of them. 

The woltees already have Liddy, through the money and because he had to be fired, so 

( these sources close to the federal investigation, exact quote, pinpoint him as the man in 
charge. Possibly. But not likely on his ovm. and not except philosophically. 

The Post quotes I think the Miami Herald as saying the name "Kennedy” appeared on 
one of the documents copied. The amount of film printed is much too small, 3^ on two rolls, 
according to the Post, and that was a rush job for Barker with P’iorini present. Makes no 
sense. More than that film would have been exposed and it was a stupidity to have to depend 
on a commercial source for printing. Perhaps a ^jKiple was wanted, but this was not likely 

part of the plan for printing what was copied. And this film included hauls (surgical-gloved) 

holding a stack of files. This is not the way of copying files. It is a picture taken for 
other, if only ego, purposes. Or, perhaps some moonlighting by the mercenaries, not part 
of the planning by the planners. Especially if the name "Kennedy” appears in those papers 
could this have been used for a private pprject of fund-raising, a norm of that crowd, 
i It is the leaking I'd like to direct attention toward. From the first it has been 

\ professpional and purposeful. First 4§e misdirect and today, whether or not for that, and 
I think it still likely, £o cushions, to take the full impact off the ultimate revelations 
which, except for Gerstein, will be controlled by the Mitchellisti still, the Nixonianso 
To now the focus has been on the expended or the expendibles (Barker). Unless they 

statute has run and they know it, it is always possible to lean on these with threat od- such 

charges as violating the neutrality laws. However, I don't think anything like this will be 

[ necessary. I think they are dedicated and will consider personal sacrifice a special, higher 
loyalty they < S&£e r and would prefer to serve. 

There are fjinbnsistencies in the reporting of what was leaked, which could come from 
haste, normal error or special condition, like making no notes when told. It has Hunt and 
Liddy in the Watergate, in a stSttcase or corridor, when they were told by the Howard Johnson 
part of the operation and by walkie-talkie. This would have to mean one of two things: that 
the walkie-talkies inside the Demo office were not working, which is hard to believe with 
two of them there, or that there were separate frequencies for communication with Hunt and 
Liddy from H-J outpost. The presence of Sunt and Liddy inside the building makes no sense 
in terms of what we know, seems to serve no purpose, and both are professional enough, from 
long CIA and Fbi experience, respectively, to run no unnecessary risks. Unless they had large 
attache or brief cases and were leaving with lifted files while they were being lifted 




The focus if now off CIA people, except for hunt, who can t be left out, off the 
n.r.agency which was CIA connected, off Caddy, whose mysterious and overly-fast appearance 
is still officially and journalistically unexplained, off the real direction of the project, 
and fiorMMs somebody careful i.i leaked in advance to Evans and No^ak a story tliat Liddy is 
the kind who goes off on his own and was thj&s fired by the Treasury, for doing tliat. In short, 
a cutoff -and in advance of this further leaking® The increased tempo suggests indictments 
are due. I suspect it will he necessary to beat Gerstein to it now. 

Sufficient p.r. purpose may be served to explain all of this, but I am inclined to believe 
there is „ possibility of higher-level involvement;, to be hidden or protected. Taking the 
story at face value, as leaked, and believing the truth of the Bvans-Novak piece, this 
still means that lawyer and former FBI agent Liddy has to have taken on himself the theft 
of not less than $114,000, and this including the persuading of other pros of similar 
experience, at least Hunt and McCord, that it was all sanctioned. Liddy the lawyer had to 
know of all the illegalities involved and that Ms bosses did not and probably could not 
control once this got out, at least on the GAO level if he did not figure on reporters. 

Even assuming Liddy is nuts, this is asking a lot of faith and lack of recognition 
that he was and is nuts, the Cubans might go for this but not the pros. On the other hand, 
it can be argued that their extremists views, their special concepts of patriotism and the 
fact that all their careers they had. been under official protection and thus could get 
away with all kinds of crazy capers could have outweighed judgement. t 

In all of this don't forget that the Howard Johnson operation hasn t been staffed in 
the leaks, Caddy, who had all those lawyers when he was before the grand {jury, is out 
mention, everyone has forgotten those is it five others at the Watergate earlier, ana that 
as my memo in advance of this, or rather letter to Carl Bernstein, suggests, this has been 
arranged to cut the whole tMng off from those now in the White House, like L 0 i S0 n 9 who can’t 
in reality be. On timing, note there was no reason for Nixon’s recent press conference, 
and that the first question he took was on this 0 I suggest he had the question planted for 



the kind of cutoff answer he gave. 

All of this expert timing, which just can't be accidental, strongly suggests central 
cpntroi, and the top *Mte Houss people are all from advertising and P.R. From Kaldeman 
down. At this point, 45 minutes into the TY news, there^s a humanizing sequence on Agnew 
already longer than the opening larger, caper story. The laadin says he will talk about 
that. He is still being humanizea, with Sinatra four minutes later. And it ended with no 
further mention of bugging. Only how he like everyone has Ms good points and Ms bad and 
. is now being allowed to emphasize Ms good sij[e (The Spiro of ’76). 

j Lil has just ^potted a §"teMin yesterday's Star saying that ^anckiewicz had Mred 

Waiter Sheridan to be in charge of their Watergate investigation. There it goes I ( brOl/frh TT& 

Resumiaed a.m. 9/3, prior to any radio news, Sunday paper e 

I tMnk there should be some thought about the fact and the timing of the attempted 
interruption of the depositions with Mitchell the witness who walked out. This was, from 
■adio reports, ruled on unfavorably by the Nixon-appointed judge, Ritchey. However, I do 
believe it worthwhile examiMng the events, the timings and the omission^s. 

First of all, what everyone ignores is that there is also a simple non-federal charge 
against vMch these men have absolutely no defense. It is not double- jeopardy to charge them 
under local law with breaking and entering. Where in political cases federal precedent is 
considered, ordinarily every book available Is thrown at defendants. They are hauled all 
around the country into strange jurisdictions -for gapnd-jur# appearances and when all else 
fails they are charged with non-crime crimes, as with the Berrigans. It is a common and un- 
punished practise for mail to spirited out of jails. The local jurisdiction in WasMngton 
amounts to federal jurisdtiction because there is no elected government in WasMngton. 

Nixon appointed those who run the city and the legal officers arekn turn their appointees. 

And they have a practise; to manufacture extra charges against poor or habitual, or political 
defendants to make copping pleas of guilj; easier to talk defense counsel into. But in this 
case, where there is no federal charge of breaking and entering and no inconsistency 'with 
both federal and x±s±ss local charges, nor conflict - and currently there is Bremer in jail 
convicted on state charges abd awaiting trial by the federalgovernment on identically the 
same charges - the local jurisdiction is silent. These men could have been charged the next 
day. If they had been black or left-wing they would have been. Howe ever , no local charges, 
and the trial could have been as prompt as Mitchell has been clammoring for in federal cases. 




If this has been mentioned or suggested in the papers, as news, comment or editorial 
observation* I am unaware of it. Not can I understand the failure of the democrats to 
holler about it. Conviction would be automatic and the ability of the federal government to 
delay the trial on what they were up to would not prevent the repeated charge in the campaign 
that Republican employees were guilty of burglarizing Democratic hq. 

I n any eve4 Mitchell se.fi to have refused to testify after getting to Williams' office, 
thus not contemptuous because he appeared, because a motion was to be filed. It had not been . 

One of the things I've been wondering about from the first is that there seems^to have 
been no real strong effort to get the depositions delayed on the publicity issue. There 
myy be legal reasons beyond my comprehension or knowledge. 1 believe a pro iorma claim was 
made and it was let drop. No appeal, it was raised again not with those whose^involvement 
is beyond question and whose testimony could be damaging to the interests oi the accused-g 
if they testified, like bunt - but with Mitchell, -whose innocence has been loudly proclaimed. 
Mow there has been no leaking of anything testified to in the depositions, therefore no 
new potential jeopardy to the rights of the to-be accused in any reporting. Shy, then, was 
the move made with Mitchell? Perhaps there will be_ developments that will illuminate this, 
as appeal from the yesterday's decision, of which I known only from a brief TV item. It ordered 
the depositions continued without interruption. 

Bjrt why with Mitchell , the innocent? If all he is going to say is that he had no 
advance knowledge, why not let him say that and get it over witn? be has sain this in public 



and from the beginning. 

Of course, after the depositions had run for a^wjjile, it could be alleged that bhere 
was continuing publicity, but there was quite independt of the depositions, ano. what was 
independent was the damaging stuff, there the money came from and how it was handled. I 
have seen nothing damaging to the accused or to-be accusedo What nas appeared is damaging 

to the Republicans. ^ . 

Another stasnge tiling is what if the motion were to be filed to coincide with Mitchell s 
deposition is why it wasn't ready for it? It was not filed until after he refused to 
nroceed on this spurious ground. And he then refused because the morion was .0 his Knowledge 
to be filed. i t is obvious the motion could have been filed the da;/ beiore, or tnat morning 
before Mitchell appeared. Or, this suggests a hasty maneuver. It would have made Mitchell 
look just a bit better if the motion had been filed. 

One nossibility is the hope of success. But that would mean there is testimony o oher 
than innocence tliat could be adduced from Mitchell and tnat the motion was wi .hheld until 
his appearance to try to succor him 0 It would be a really zany Republican operation, ±or 
all the Mitchellisti lack of subtlety, that would have top men knowing what was going on 
in ? uch a caper. They would ordinarily be cut off from all knowledge or connection. So l 
can t find a satisfactory explanation for this timing and the indications of haste in it. 

~ Somone is sending out copies of the Miami Herald covering the convention. They are 
reaching me in a rather good, multicolor special wrapper, addressed by electronic addressing 
device, tje same typographical error in each label. Either they were mailed late or they 
are taking a long time, the issue of the is 23rd coming yesterday or seeming to take 10 days. 

Is find myself wondering how I, a registered democrat, is on any such mailing list. The wrapper 
has no retunr address, does not indicate the identification oi ohe sender, it aa.;s only, Mere s 
your Republican Qonvention souvenir issue." There were two editions Sunday the 20th. we go. 
both but none of the 21 or 22, I forget which. And there was concpicuously little reporting- 
on this caper in any of them but there was jmch news in other papers. x his is also a Miami 
story, all the principals except McCord being Miamians. 

" Recently I was sent a Jimmy Breslin column (Newsday 8/13/72) recounting the holding in 
ja.il in Port Woith of some New York Irish for refusing to testify beiore a iexas grand jury 
on alleged arms purchases for Northern Irish. The men refused to testify on advice of 
counsel when he could not get assurances that they woufd not then be extradicted to Britain. 

It is the same Department of Justice. The Port Worth case can hold people jailed until 11/73 
on civil cobtempt (Began 6/72) without being guilty ol anytning. But in Washington, this 
Nepartmentof Justice has not as yet produced an indictement after sisnasix two and a half 
months in The- Watergate Gaper. 

There may be significance in the next depositions to be taken: from the arrested five. 

They were scheduled to follow Mitchell on 9/5-8 and 9/ 1 1 . The one obvious effect thus lar 
is to delav the remaining depositions by five days at least. Mitchell's is now slated for 
Tuesday, the day the first of the five was to have been deposed. And take the fifth. 




